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PER CURI AM

Ahmad M zani pled guilty to one count of filing a false tax
return, 26 U S.C. 8§ 7206(1) (1994) for which he was sentenced to
thirty nonths i nprisonnment. He appeals, claimng that the district
court clearly erred in calculating tax | oss because the governnent
fail ed to deduct busi ness expenses ot her than cost of goods sold in
arriving at gross incone. Under the federal sentencing guidelines,
gross incone is determned without regard to any deductions that
woul d have been avail abl e had the taxpayer filed a proper return.
See U.S. Sentencing Cuidelines Manual § 2T1.3 (1992). See also

United States v. Valentino, 19 F. 3d 463, 464-65 (9th Cr. 1994) (in

cal culating gross incone for purposes of determning tax |oss,
uncl ai med deductions such as depreciation are not to be taken into

account); United States v. Harvey, 996 F.2d 919, 920 (7th Gr.

1993). Accordingly, the district court did not clearly err in
failing to take into account other deductions which Mzani m ght

have been entitled to had he filed proper returns. See United

States v. Daughtrey, 874 F.2d 213, 217 (4th Gr. 1989) (factua

findings reviewed for clear error).

We therefore affirmM zani's sentence. W dispense with oral
argunment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not
aid the decisional process.
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